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Well, what happens if a President is
unhappy with the House or with the
Senate? Could she just allege a con-
stitutional violation and have the
courts settle the dispute? If this prece-
dent is established, will the House be
able to sue the Senate or the Senate
sue the House? Where does this end?

I call on my Republican friends to
talk to objective legal scholars and
read the literature and prior court de-
cisions, protect the integrity of our
Federal system, and reject this resolu-
tion.

Finally, I ask the proponents of this
legislation to tell me two things:

Tell me, what relief are you asking
the court to impose? I suppose your an-
swer would be, well, we want the court
to tell President Obama that he lacked
authority to extend the employer man-
date.

Why are you upset about that? I
thought you didn’t like the employer
mandate.

Well, tell me, how do you plan to pay
for this frivolous litigation? Under this
resolution, Mr. Speaker, the Speaker of
the House will have unbridled discre-
tion to pay legal costs and expert
costs. I did not know that the House of
Representatives has the authority to
pass a bill that will require unbudgeted
spending that will add to the deficit
that you constantly bemoan. How
much will this litigation cost the tax-
payers?

Mr. Speaker, this is a very sad day in
this House. I know what you are doing,
and the American people know what
you are doing. You are using this legis-
lation in your constant effort to dis-
credit President Obama and set the
stage for a despicable impeachment
proceeding should you hold the major-
ity in the House and gain the majority
in the Senate.

Shame on House Republicans. Shame
on you for this type of politics.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind the Members that re-
marks in debate must be addressed to
the Chair and not to others in the sec-
ond person.

———

HOUSE PASSAGE OF ENDANGERED
SPECIES ACT BILLS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, this week, the House will
be advancing solutions to some signifi-
cant issues that are facing this Nation.

Among those, I rise today to discuss
one of those, a piece of legislation set
for consideration by the House later
this week, H.R. 4315, the Endangered
Species Transparency and Reasonable-
ness Act. It is a package of reform bills
that will modernize and improve the
Endangered Species Act.

In 1973, the Endangered Species Act
was first enacted to protect and re-
cover key domestic species that are
under threat of distinction. Although
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the ESA was written with the best of
intentions, areas of the law hinder,
rather than enhance, our ability to ef-
fectively manage ecosystems and con-
serve species as initially intended.
Today, the law is failing, failing to
achieve its primary purpose of species
recovery and has only a 2 percent re-
covery rate.

In April, the House Natural Re-
sources Committee advanced this pack-
age of bills through committee with
support from both sides of the aisle.

As a member of the House Endan-
gered Species Act Working Group,
which developed the findings and rec-
ommendations for these proposals, I
encourage my colleagues to support
these reforms that promote greater
transparency and accountability under
the Endangered Species Act, while en-
suring the ecological and economic
needs of our local communities are
being met.

—————

HOUSE REPUBLICANS’ SHAMEFUL
DIVERSION TECHNIQUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, 6 years
ago, President Obama and the Demo-
cratic Congress took office. When they
took office in January of 2009, the
economy was in free fall, and we were
losing 800,000 jobs a month—losing
800,000 jobs a month, but the Congress
went to work, and under the guidance
of President Obama, we passed the
American Recovery Act, we saved the
American automobile industry, and
within 14 months, we were gaining
250,000 jobs a month. We turned around
over 1 million jobs a month, from los-
ing 800,000 to gaining 250,000 in 14
months.

The President knew that that wasn’t
sufficient to continue the progress, so
he proposed the American Jobs Act,
and he proposed a major investment in
American infrastructure. But the
newly-elected Republican Congress—
the obstructionist Republican Con-
gress—stopped the American Jobs Act,
wouldn’t pass the infrastructure bill,
and stopped every job initiative the
President and Democrats proposed, and
we have had a slow recovery from that
recession.

We are gaining about 200,000 to 250,000
jobs a month. It is up a little, and that
is good, but our economy is about $2
trillion below its productive capacity,
below what it should be because every
proposal from the President has been
stopped by the Republican Congress,
which shouldn’t have time for it, but
they had time for other things.

We had plenty of time to take 50
votes on repealing the Affordable Care
Act at a cost to the taxpayers of about
$79 million to repeat that vote 50
times. We had time for the Republicans
to shut down the government. That
cost the economy about $24 billion.

We had time when the administra-
tion knew that the Defense of Marriage
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Act could not be defended in court, the
House of Representatives wasted $3.5
million trying to defend the indefen-
sible in court and lost in front of the
Supreme Court. We have had, in that
time, no minimum wage increase, no
extended unemployment insurance, and
no pay equity for women because it
costs too much money. This House has
passed $850 billion in unpaid-for tax
loopholes for large corporations—un-
paid for.

Now, they want to waste more
money. The Speaker wants to waste
more money on a meritless lawsuit
against the President for not taking
care that the law be faithfully exe-
cuted.

What did he do? In implementing the
Affordable Care Act—which the Repub-
licans have tried to repeal 50 times—he
postponed implementation of one pro-
vision by a year—a provision the Re-
publicans opposed, so they now want to
waste money to go into court and sue
the President to say he had no power to
postpone this for a year, even though
no one opposed President Bush when he
postponed for a year a provision of the
Medicare drug act when he was Presi-
dent.

It is well within the discretion of
Presidents, in implementing a law, to
postpone parts of it in order to get it
done right. That has been very clear,
and it becomes another question. Let’s
assume the Republicans went into
court and overturned the standing
question that Mr. BUTTERFIELD talked
about—which they will not—what is
the remedy they seek?

By the time it got to court, that pro-
vision will have been implemented, so
the Republicans want to waste $56 mil-
lion or $6 million of taxpayers’ money
to go into court and say, Judge, order
the President to implement what has
been already implemented—totally ri-
diculous.

So what have we got? We have got a
Congress with no highway bill, no min-
imum wage bill, no unemployment ex-
tension bill, no pay equity for women
bill, no action on campaign finance re-
form, no action to reduce the burdens
of student loans, no action to make
sure that women continue to have ac-
cess to contraceptive services—despite
the Supreme Court’s Hobby Lobby de-
cisions—no action on all the emer-
gencies that face the American people,
but we are going to waste money on a
meritless lawsuit that will go nowhere,
but simply will serve the single func-
tion of diverting attention from all the
real problems the House Republicans
want to continue to ignore.

That is not a proper use of the tax-
payers’ money, more wasted money for
political purposes—for shame.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF WALDWICK, NEW JERSEY, PO-
LICE OFFICER CHRISTOPHER
GOODELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
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